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Mr* John Leonard 

Editor, Sunday Book Bsview S@@ti©m 
The Sew Xork Time a 
Mom Xork, Hew York 



Misn newspapers become adjuncts or and spokesmen for government ia 
a aonmtrj like e®s, they abdicate their responsibilities, betray 
trust of their -readers ®sd g in the genuine seaming, are truly 
subversive. In countries - tie ©oneider authoritarian, tbs people know 
tas press is controlled fey and ©peaks for the government* In ours, 
the opposite is assumed. 



It is not alone by their behavior prior to the Say of Pig®, when 

fh© Washington P ost fielded to federal im- 
portuning and war© ©Heat, knowing an enormous feres oh of interna- 
tional^ law Impended - ©a® that could have triggered World War III - 
that these two papers hava been and are adjuncts of go versa® at* la 
reporting of and in reviews of books on — and outright suppression 
about - political assassinations, particularly mj work, which hap- 
pens to have been first, most numerous and most 
serve the same function,* 



, , ,|?F thB 2g£X critical of and destructive to the 
official mythology about the Martin Luther King assassination* 
whom you assigned it for review, you had, ©a the staff of the Times 
alon®, a nusafeer of qualified ©apart a, including the man who reported 
tha Memphis mimicry of justice. These did not satisfy you. Instead 
you reached across the country for a violent partisan, a «8» ■ g© 
unmanly ha failed to respond to my challenge over Ms earlier vent® 
?£, ®Pl©©h and blind Mas, a man mere completely dis- 
qualifies ||aa almost any you could have selected for what it is 
nm clear **®§^th© Times * intent to destroy my book and damage - me, 

wat A * toOT »y @®a®ra,l during the entire period «mred 
©y FHAME-uP, The official misdeeds therein exposed, culminating 
in mj suooesaful lawsuit against the Department ©f Justice under 
tn® ‘Freedom of Information'* law I not "news fit to print" to The 
IfijLI-Qgi ) * S3?® these of ih® Criminal Division* $o g you~seleat 
John &&plan, aasorlbing M® as a professor of law, and hide fro® 
your reader® the irreconcilable conflicts with which he is saddled. 



S® was law clerk to Justice Tom Clark, lamsey*® father, H® was in 
tai@ Criminal Division, Me haa been am uncritical partisan of the 
Warren Commission, i a critical, without knowledge ©r basis is fact. 
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John Leonard 



It happens, although Wolff had no way of knowing it, that I planned 
a hook on the non-publishab'ility of serious criticism of the of- 
ficial fiction about the John Kennedy assassination, with the title, 
"Blek Baring la the MelXbsjs, or Mow I Qot Rich in Sia; Months, tt So 
■this end, I kept detailed notes and copies of all letters. Aside 
fro® the fact that all are dated, the typewriter X used, long since 
'■Ired, and the unusual paper, further time these notes and 
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of books about the Kennedy assassination to reviewers better quali- 
fied to judge their merits, I disqualified myself *,* 8 

It w&® not this way and* fortunately, I wrote Wolff on this August 
28, 1966, original earbon enclosed for your assurance* 




work,, to , whieh different concepts and standards were ap- 
plied,)' Wolff agonised in telling me 'this; and, in Ms seemingly 
genuine unhappiness at baring to retain professional integrity under 
these circumstances and Ms decency la telling me- at all, I formed 
the apparently false impression of Mm as a man that led to ay not 
identifying M® in that footnote* . 




view ©f the third of those books, the second so reviewed. 



Wore 1 is error - which X am. not, not in any detail, no matter how 
slight - the fault would still -be Wolff's, for he sorer responded to 
this letter* -lie own integrity demanded response if. this sentence 
■alone- is in any way Ms representative* 
















